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On 11/17/75, 1 __ who is the 

director of the Ground Saucer Watch - a national Unidentified 
Flying Object (UFO) organization - advised that he had hea rd 
some rumors that he would like to verify. 

stated that these rumors dealt with FBI interest in matters 
involving mutilation,.of cattle. ^ 


[stated that Dr. 
^0 Studies, iforTl 


ALLEN B^PNElIRK 

nrrrrfesil: 


Director, (jejycer ior~[TFO Studies. Northfield^ IirT noTir^had 
indicated tliat the Federal Government, possibly the" FBI, 
was conducting an investigation concerning the mutilation 
of cattle and had asked all those contacted not to divulge b6 
the nature of the inquiry for fear of prematurely disclosing 
our investigative interests. It is noted that Dr. HYNESK 
is the author of many technical articles and books on the 
subject of UFO and was the author of an article dealing with 
the investigation of reports of UFO sightings which appeared 
in the FBI Law Enforcement Bulletin, in February, 1975. 

I was advised that the FBI in Arizona ]35 

has no investigation at this time in connection with mutilated 
cattle reports; however, other government agencies may have an b7C 
interest in this matter. 


In general conversation,_offered to the 

FBI at any time complete and confidential use of all computer b6 
facilities available to the Ground Saucer Watch and the Center 
for UFO Studies. He stated that this information contained hlC 
detailed data relative to sightings and related matters. 


For info. 




ADDENDUM: The FBI Law Enforcement Burlletin article referred to 


above was in the Feb., 1)0^5 issue, Vol. 44, No. 2, 
and is entitle d THE uyO MYSTERY, by J. Allen Hynek, 
Ph.D., Director" Cent^ for UFO Studies, Northfield, 
Illinois. - 
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It is natural for law enforcement 
agencies to solve mysteries. Now, they 
can help solve what may be one of the 
greatest mysteries of all time. 

Law enforcement agencies have 
been repeatedly involved with people 
who have reported unidentified flying 
objects (UFOs). Sometimes, UFO 
witnesses have been under great emo¬ 
tional stress, and have turned to the 
police for urgent help and guidance. 
For many years, local law enforce¬ 
ment officials have borne the brunt of 
public concern in the persistent 
mystery of UFOs. 

Police Involvement 

A great many times police officers 
have figured in the UFO sightings 
directly—they have experienced UFOs 
themselves! This is by no means as 
rare as the reader might think. In late 
1973, dozens of police chiefs, deputies, 
and officers reported UFO experiences 
of their own. 

On October 16,1973, the crew 
of a Delaware State Police heli¬ 
copter along with flight control¬ 
lers at the Dover Air Force Base 
reported a UFO which the heli¬ 
copter crew chased 14 miles 
across Kent County. 

Several days later, two Adams 
County, Ohio, deputies on a 
routine patrol at 1 a.m. reported a 
UFO hovering some 200 feet 
above the ground. 

On October 19, 1973, a Tulsa, 
Okla., police sergeant confirmed 
another officer’s report of a hov¬ 
ering multicolored object whose 
size, they said, w'ould dw^arf a 
747 jetliner. 

Two Los Angeles, Calif., 
policemen, on November 12, 
1973, said they saw a large, 
round, bluish white object at 9:50 
p.m. and observed its maneuvers 
for more than a minute before it 



A toll-free “hotline” for the use of lav/ enforcement agen¬ 
cies has been established by the Center for UFO Studies. 
UFO reports made to these agencies can be relayed to the 
center for handling and study. The toll-free number (not for 
general public use) can be obtained by law enforcement 
dgencies by writing to the Center for UFO Studies, P.O. Box 
11, Northfield, III. 60093. 



disappeared “at a dazzling rate 
of speed.” 

On December 29, 1973, area 
policemen in Culpeper, Va., 
sighted three UFOs. 

An entire book was written about 
the famous UFO sighting in Exeter, 
N.H., on September 3, 1965, when 
two officers were called to the scene 
and observed a spectacular UFO 


phenomenon.^ Accounts of other 
sightings by law enforcement officers 
have also been published.^ 

In February 1974, a Rochester, 
Minn,, patrolman chased a “meander¬ 
ing, flame-spewing UFO” along High¬ 
way 52 as dozens of motorists pulled 
off the road in astonishment. Dur*^ 
the chase, the radio dispatcher Ic;- 
ported to the patrolman that the police 
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This photograph, takon in New Jersey, shows a typical reported land! 

feet in diameter, and a depressed central shaff. 











Taken from FBI Baw Enforcement Bulletin 
dated February 1975, Vol. 44, No. 2, 
pages 16 - 20. 
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station was receiving many phone 
calls from people saying they had 
observed something strange in the 
sky.^ 

Many other police reports are on 
record. And, these experiences are not 
uniquely American—French, Italian, 
English, Canadian, and Australian 
police have frequently been involved 
in UFO sightings. 

Despite all this, the matter of UFOs 
has generally been the subject of ridi¬ 
cule. For years, we have laughed at 
UFOs and the people who report 
them. But now, after a quarter century 
of poking fun, of laughing it off, and 
of calling UFOs entirely the result of 
overheated imaginations, the scien- 
( ic world is slowly awakening to the 
tact that something real is going on. 
Science and law enforcement are 
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facing a mutual problem as they have 
many times before. 

A body of scientists and other pro¬ 
fessional persons, all established in 
their own fields, organized to create 
a center for UFO studies because 
no one was “minding the store.” 
Although some wide-ranging studies 
had been conducted, these had not 
followed the continuing nature of the 
UFO phenomenon. In late 1973, these 
men physicists, astronomers, soci¬ 
ologists, psychologists, laboratory 
heads at several universities around 
the country (and in France and Aus¬ 
tralia too)—established the Center 
for UFO Studies. 

UFO Central 

In the fall of 1973, the United 
States experienced a major wave of 
UFO reports, a great many of which 
involved law enforcement personnel— 
either directly or indirectly. Regard¬ 
less of the source of UFOs or their 
legitimacy, these sightings represented 
a real problem for law enforcement 
because people had to have someplace 
to go to report and some official per- 
son to whom they could recount their 
experience. 

Into this breach, the Center for 
UFO Studies entered. It operates a 
toll-free telephone service (UFO 
CENTRAL), 24 hours a day, 7 days 
a week. Upon observation of a UFO 
or receipt of a UFO report, law en¬ 
forcement officials need only dial 
the number and an operator (located 
in Chicago) will request specific 
information. The form used by the 
operators is shown on next page. 


enforcement 
agencies have been repeat¬ 
edly involved with people 
who have reported unidenti¬ 
fied flying objects (UFOs).” 


Through the cooperation of the di- 
rector of Northwestern University’s 
Traffic Institute, this toll-free number 
was distributed to several thousand 
police chiefs and sheriffs around the 
country. It is urged that this number 
be widely disseminated to lawmen in 
all parts of the country. Phone 
stickers with this number are avail¬ 
able through the center. 

A word of caution. The number 
should not be given to citizens re¬ 
porting the UFO. The law enforce¬ 
ment agency should place the call. 
Nor, of course, should the number 
ever be released to the public for 
obvious reasons. 

The UFO CENTRAL “hotline” 
serves the purpose of mutual coopera¬ 
tion. On the one hand, the Center for 
UFO Studies is helped by receiving 
UFO reports that have been pre¬ 
screened, so to speak, by first be- 


J. ALLEN HYNEK, Ph. D.* 
Director 

Center for UFO Studies 
Northfield, III. 
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Hynek is chairman of the Department of As* 
tronomy, Northwestern Unirersity. and director of the 
Lindheimer Astronomical Research Center and of the 
Dearborn Observatory. He was formerly associate di¬ 
rector of the Smithsonian Astrophysical Observatory, 
Cambridge, Mass., and scientific consultant to the Air 
foice un the subject of UFOs. He is the author of 
many technical articles and books. 








UFO CENTRAL 

Do not write above this line _ 

POLICE/OFFICIAL AGENCY REPORTING: SIGHTING INFORMATION: 


Address 


City/State/Ziy 


Phone ( _)_ 

IDENTITY OF WITNESS(ES) 


City/State/Zip __ 

Phone ( ) 

List other witnesses, details 
of sighting, on other side. 

DATE OF CALL 


Date_^Time_AM PM 

Circle one : LIGHT or OBJECT 
in the sky? 

How close?_ 

How many?_ 

How long in view?__^_ 

How many people saw it?_ 

WFRE THERE ANY PHYSICAL 
EFFECTS ON; 

Animals_Plants_TV_ 

Radio_Cars_Phone_ 

Explain any other effects 
on the other side. 

DID THE OBJECT LAND ?_ 

If so, how close? 


OPERATOR 


Form used by UFO CENTRAL operators when sighting reports are received. 


ing reported to a law enforcement 
agency. Equally important, the law 
enforcement agency has an authori¬ 
tative, scientific agency to which re¬ 
ports can be passed for any appropri¬ 
ate action, such as followup interviews 
or scientific examinations. 

There is, however, a more impor¬ 
tant cooperative function law en¬ 
forcement agencies can serve—to 
protect the scene of a sighting, as they 
do the scene of a crime—that is, to 
insure that in those cases in which 
marks on the ground, broken tree 
branches, or crop damage is found, 
the site is protected from curiosity 
seekers and souvenir hunters. Many 
times in the past, before a scientifi¬ 
cally qualified investigator could ar¬ 
rive, bystanders not only destroyed 
physical evidence but loitered. They 
pestered the original witnesses to an 
extent which discouraged some from 
an interest in reporting further their 
experience. 

Here is how the center operates 
once a report comes into UFO 
CENTRAL: 


The report is evaluated by the re¬ 
ceiving operator; if it is considered 
urgent (for example, a landing case, 
])articularly if physical evidence is 
reported), the director of the center 
is immediately notified, regardless of 
the time of day, and appropriate ac¬ 
tion is taken. Usually, this consists of 
telephone interviews with the original 
witness to get the record straight early 
in the game, followed by notification 
of a center investigator in the area. 
Since investigators serve on a volun¬ 
teer basis (but are generally profes¬ 
sional people, often engineers or those 
with other technical training), they 
are notific 1 immediately only in 
urgent cases. 

If the UFO report does not demand 
immediate attention, an investigator 
is notified by phone or mail, and a 
report form is sent to witnesses for 
return to the center. 

The Invisible College 

The Center for UFO Studies did 
not spring up suddenly. It had already 


existed in spirit among a number of 
scientists and engineers who had 
taken a private interest in UFOs, meet¬ 
ing wherever they could at private 
homes, or with one another in their 
.travels. These men called themselves 
the “Invisible College,” a name with 
an ancient and honorable history. Way 
back in the “dark ages” of science, 
when scientists themselves were sus¬ 
pected of being in league with the 
Devil, they had to w'ork privately. 
They often met clandestinely to ex¬ 
change views and the results of their 
various experiments. For this reason, 
they called themselves the Invisible 
College. 

And it remained invisible until the 
scientists of that day gained respectv 
bility when the Royal Society wi/ 
chartered by Charles II in the early 
1660’s. Similarly, the creation of the 
Center for UFO Studies from the UFO 
Invisible College represents a step 
toward recognition. To a considerable 
extent, however, it is still a matter 
of bucking indifference as the early 
scientists once had to resist the popu¬ 
lar superstition of the day. 

In late 1973, it had clearly become 
the time to act. 

The scientific board of the center 
consists of faculty members and sci¬ 
entists at such universities as Stan¬ 
ford, UCLA, University of Chicago^ 
Colorado, Texas, Wisconsin. UtiiJ, 
Illinois, Johns Hopkins, Yeshiva, and 
Northwestern. 



. . proper scieiilific in- 
vestigalioii of current UFO 
reports is of prime import¬ 
ance.” 



Announcement of the center brought 
responses from many quarters and 
offers of volunteer help from tech¬ 
nically trained persons from all over 
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the country. In the main, these people 
offered their services as investigators 
of current UFO cases. Although pres¬ 
ent UFO data are already mountain¬ 
ous, proper scientific investigation of 
current UFO reports is of prime im¬ 
portance. In the past, because of the 
obscuring “ridicule curtain,” proper 
investigation was rarely carried out, 
and many cases could probably have 
yielded hard-core data; instead, only 
anecdotal material resulted. 

In obtaining hard-core data, the 
cooperation of law enforcement offi¬ 
cials is of great importance. Only they 
can protect, for instance, the scene 
of a UFO incident from disturbance, 
and their presence at such a scene 
^'ds authority which the public 
*Vcognizes. 

In France, officials have publicly 
acknowledged their support of co¬ 
operative efforts when investigating 
serious UFO reports. The “Gendar¬ 
merie Nationale,” an official publica¬ 
tion of the Gendarmes (a branch of 
the French National Police), discusses 
procedures which French police 
should follow upon receiving a report 
of a sighting. 

Public Concern 

It is misleading to assume that be- 
ruse one does not read a great deal 
Vout UFOs in newspapers (there are 
far more reports of UFO sightings in 
small town newspapers as compared 
with large urban dailies) that the pub¬ 
lic is not interested or concerned about 
them. The “grassroots” interest is 
nevertheless believed to be very high. 
Just start a conversation about UFOs 
at almost any gathering—from a 
cocktail party to a civic meeting— 
‘and you’ll be surprised how (slowly at 
first) UFO stories will pop up. It has 
been my regular experience in giving 
talks about UFOs in various parts of 
the country that 10 to 20 percent of 
my listeners will confess by a show 


hands to having some sort of a 
UFO experience. Yet, when I ask the 
same people how many of them re¬ 
ported their sighting to the police or to 
the Air Force, only a small percent 
had. 

I am entirely convinced that a large 
reservoir of unreported UFO cases 
exists—the sightings have not been 
reported largely out of a fear of ridi¬ 
cule. A Gallup poll released in 1973 
suggests that as many as 15 million 
Americans may have seen UFOs and 
that 51 percent of the persons polled 
believe UFOs are “real.” Whatever 
UFOs eventually prove to be—visitors 
from outer space or what have you— 
15 million people is a number to be 
reckoned with—and the police are the 
first in line to have to do the 
reckoning! 

It is well, then, to be prepared to 
handle an excited—sometimes even 
hysterical—voice at the other end of 
the line reporting a UFO. The basic 
facts that the center needs to know are 
those listed on the UFO CENTRAL 
form. The most important of those are: 

A. Was an object seen nearby, 

on the land or close above 

it? 

B. Were there any physical 

disturbances or effects? 

C. W'^hat was the duration of the 

UFO experience? 

D. How many witnesses were 

there to the event? 

As soon as these basic points are 
noted, the caller should be advised 
that his report will be referred to the 
center and that he may be contacted 
by persons from the center. Do not 
give the caller the toll-free number. 
The operators are instructed not to 
accept calls from private individuals. 

At this point, providing, of course, 
there is no violation of law apparent, 
the responsibility of the law enforce¬ 
ment agency has been discharged—as 
far as the UFO report is concerned. 
There is one great exception: In the 


ever at the caller states an object 
has la.ided, and especiaMy if damage 
to property or danger to life is indi¬ 
cated, police action is obviously called 
for. In such cases, it is important for 
scientific and public safety purjmses 
that the affected area be cordoned off 
and protected from tlie public until 
qualified investigators arrive;. 

The data-gathering function of the 
center is only one aspect of its work. 
Study and analysis of UFO reports 
are its prime aims. And primary in 
this is the laboratory study of those 
“close encounter” cases in which as¬ 
sociated physical effects are alleged to 
have occurred: damage to crops, prop¬ 
erty, trees, ground, or persons, or 
material said to have come from the 
UFO is found. Medical examination of 
persons reported temporarily blinded 
or paralyzed is also sponsored by the 
center. Likewise, when the j)hysical 
effect takes the form of interference 
with electronic circuits, automobile 
ignitions, and electrical systems, the 
center attempts to study the equip¬ 
ment affected and the manner in which 
it was affected. 

Pattern studies, involving statistical 
analyses of types of UFO occurrences, 
their frequency, the geographic and 
time distribution, and the numbers 
and distribution of witnesses report¬ 
ing them, are made; likewise similar 
studies of types, training, and com¬ 
munity status of witnesses are 
important. 

To those not familiar with the UFO 
phenomenon and the type of reports 
that continue to be made by respon¬ 
sible persons, here is a quick run¬ 
down of terminology: 

Close encounters. These are sightings 
of UFO events reported seen at close 
range—a few hundred feet generally. 
For convenience, they have been di¬ 
vided into three classes: 

First kind. A sighting at close 

range, but nothing tangible 

happens. 
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Second kind. Something tan¬ 
gible does happen, for example, 
electrical circuits can be severely 
affected; marks can be left on 
the ground; persons can be tem¬ 
porarily paralyzed or blinded, 
and skin burns can occur; plants, 
trees, and crops can be damaged, 
and so forth. 

Third kind. Like the first and 
second kinds, except that living 
or robot-type creatures (huma¬ 
noids, “ufonauts,” occupants) 
are reported. For a fuller treat¬ 
ment, see Hynek, ‘The UFO 
Experience.” 

Non-close encounters. 

Radar returns. The most sig¬ 
nificant and interesting cases are 
those in which there are simulta¬ 
neous radar and visual observa¬ 
tions, as when an aircraft is 
involved in a visual sighting and 
the control tower confirms the 
sighting on radar. 

Nocturnal lights. Lights seen 
in the night sky whose move¬ 
ments, behavior, and appearance 
cannot be simply explained as 
aircraft, meteors, satellites, stars, 
and so forth. 

Daylight discs. These are day¬ 
time sightings and are generally 
described as oval, metallic discs, 
or more frequently, as “two 
saucers, one overturned on the 
ether.” They are described as 
capable of hovering a few feet 
off the ground or water, and able 
to take off, generally at a high 
angle, with enormous accelera¬ 
tion, disappearing in a matter 
of seconds. A faint humming 
sound is frequently reported. The 
authenticity of photographs of 
daylight discs depends, of course, 
on the integrity of the photog¬ 
rapher. It ^^ould seem, however, 
that not all the many photo¬ 
graphs examined by the center 
are fakes. 


Misconceptions 

Finally, there are many miscon¬ 
ceptions about the UFO phenomenon 
held generally by those who have 
never examined the data. The first of 
these is, of course, that UFO reports 
are made mainly by crackpots. The 
facts are quite otherwise. Clearly, 
police officers, commercial and mili¬ 
tary pilots, air traffic controllers, 
scientists, and school teachers are not 
in this category. Experience definitely 
shows that the best reports, those with 
the greatest information content, 
come from technically trained, pro¬ 
fessional people, especially law en¬ 
forcement personnel. 



UFO’s 

conHnue to concern 
an increasing 
number of 
people. 



A second papular misconception is 
that even if reporters of UFOs are not 
“off their rockers,” they have greatly 
overstimulated imaginations. The re¬ 
ports themselves argue strongly 
against this. For the reports do not 
range over a broad spectrum. There 
are virtually no reports of unidenti¬ 
fied sailing objects, or of UFOs with 
wings or wheels, and there are no re¬ 
ports of flying pink elephants 
(FPEs!) or of the Empire State 
Building being seen upside down in 
Pittsburgh. Overheated imaginations 
should certainly generate a far wider 
range of reports than that of the typi¬ 
cal UFO reports we do receive. 
Granted, although the unexplained 
reports we do get are truly incredible, 
tliey almost always fall into the dis¬ 
tinct patterns mentioned above. Pure 
imagination should produce, by defi¬ 


nition, all sorts of things—but con¬ 
cerning UFOs, it does not. 

UFOs have been called “incredible 
tales from credible persons” and that 
is just what they are. So incredible 
(from our present technological 
standpoint) that it has been very 
tempting for ail of us, including scien¬ 
tists, to dismiss such reports out of 
hand. Yet, it is absolutely incontro¬ 
vertible that our most puzzling reports 
come from reliable, often highly 
trained witnesses! 

Lastly, a third misconception is 
that people “see what they wish to 
see,” that is, that they are victims of 
their own desire to see a UFO. Once 
again, experience denies this. Time 
and again, the witnesses try first to ^ 
plain their sighting to themselves, 
first we thought it was a balloon (or 
an aircraft, or an accident on the road, 
and so forth) but then we realized it 
just couldn’t be” is a statement I have 
heard many, many times. 

So then, something is happening 
which, in our ignorance, we call 
UFOs, or the UFO phenomenon. It is 
something that continues to concern 
an increasing number of people as the 
Gallup poll clearly indicates. In 1966, 
the Gallup poll suggested that 5 mil¬ 
lion Americans may have witnessed 
UFOs; in 1973, the number had in¬ 
creased to 15 million. Because marx 
agencies advise callers to report 
their local police, the UFO phenome¬ 
non has also become a problem for 
law enforcement. And finally, in the 
last several years particularly, law 
enforcement officers themselves have 
been primary UFO witnesses. Close 
cooperation of law enforcement with 
the Center for UFO Studies can help 
us solve a most perplering modern 
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